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 Part XLI: The Existential Economy!

The Transformation of Value, and, the Value of Transformation:

“‘Being Ethical’ and “Being Critical’”*

0.    Preamble


Following on from the last essay-paper let us look at the following three questions, namely, what does it mean ‘being ethical’, ‘being critical’, and, what connection is there, if any, ‘between being ethical and being critical’??? (0)

1.    Introduction


First let me re-state the background to date behind this inquiry. (1)
Second, let me deal with the first question: what does it mean to be ethical? Examining this question from both philosophical and engaged perspectives. (2)

Third, let me ask the second question: what does it mean to be critical in a truly critical sense? (3)

Fourth, let me now examine the relationship between these two previous questions. Is there a role for criticism in ethical engagement, and, how do we evaluate the imputed objectivity put forward or implied in such criticism given the Postmodern inability to create a viable ethics (?) and that we now inhabit a Post-Postmodern world of the Contemporary? (4)

In a fifth section let me deal with formulating a relatively integrated theoretical position for determining and disseminating the semblance of both the critical and the ethical. (5)

Concluding as per usual in a set of provisional conclusions and other miscellaneous observations and comments. (6)
2.    Background

By rights the valid semblance of the critical should be grounded in both the embodied and the embedded. Otherwise we would be dealing with the speculative. Thence, in this vein, a provisional definition of the apparently critical as: the ‘confirmed co-aligned connectedness of x’, where x is the topic in question being subjected to this critical stance. Let me establish and examine this formulation. (7)
*Latest version: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html

‘Connectedness’ establishes both embodied and embedded input/s for a certain subject or set/s of subjects. Implicated are observational reports, the apposite appropriation of relevant meta-textual genres. Observational reports taking the form of a set of correlations that cross the dimensions of the objective, inter-objective, subjective and inter-subjective. Such reports can also be meta-textual in orientation since the reporting of the report can also be included as a 'report'. How else could we talk about Santa Claus, e.g., etc. Hence the interrelation of embodied and embedded.
 A report being subjectively made and/or received, and, inter-subjectively appreciated through the appropriation of meta-textual genres, etc. Thence embodied and embedded input respectively. By ‘co-aligned’ is meant the imputed alignment in question and its co-aligned validation. A Tarskian interpretation is going to be taken here where the proposition P is such that: P’ is true iff P.
 I.e., the meta-co-alignment, from a meta-point of view, is true if and only if the co-alignment in question is true in the relative object language. This 'co-alignment' also implicating correlations across our dimensions and aspects of textual experience, reports between subjects, etc. (8)

'Co-alignment' concerns correlations between and across the four dimensions of the objective, inter-objective, subjective and inter-subjective. Correlations also implicate other dimensions such as belong to our reading of the nature of textual experience, namely, the textual, meta-textual and non-textual dimensions, etc. Also implicated are correlations between reports made by the same person or between different persons, etc. Correlations are concerned, in essence, with modalities and their modal content along with distinctions, operations, accommodations, (chaotic) transformations or (non-chaotic) transitions, etc., imposed upon the same. E.g., I am sure that there are still three apples in the fruit bowl in the kitchen which I looked at ten minutes ago. Here we are dealing with the objective dimension, namely, a fruit bowl with three apples in it; an inter-objective dimension, namely a room with a fruit bowl with a space for at least three apples; a subjective dimension in my having seen the same ten minutes ago and making a report to that effect; and, my utilizing this inter-subjective genre of description... knowing that others could also see this same fruit bowl in this same period of time with its three apples if they too were able to look inside this kitchen, etc. From a textual perspective we note the phenomenological elements that constitute this description; the utilization of which meta-textual genres are being invoked, to what extent this experience was engaged in non-textual terms (wherein an existential surplus in value formation would be first observed), etc. Noting, also, that I observed three apples in this same fruit bowl last night and ten minutes ago (and that others in a position to observe this fruit bowl would or should come to the same conclusion unless something had altered that situation in the last ten minutes). (9)

Confirmation is realized when correlations are found supported, i.e., co-aligned.  E.g., I thought there were three apples left in the fruit bowl and when I went to the kitchen this well supported belief was found re-confirmed. Confirmation once supported remains confirmed unless we know or think the situation has changed. However, I am sure one or two of those apples will get eaten tonight when my housemate returns. Confirmation needing no further confirmation if the conditions for that confirmation have not changed, or, the utilization of any other mode of confirmation will merely reinforce such previous truth determinations. E.g., I could look again at that fruit bowl but this time through the kitchen window. Or, if my housemate had returned and been in the kitchen I could ask them “how many apples are left if they first looked, and, whether they wanted to eat some of them, and, would they perhaps leave one for myself in the morning...?” (10)

Connectedness means taking what is to-hand. Hence our embodied input. It also means taking what is to-face in either an indirect manner and/or a direct manner; i.e., through the invocation of inter-subjective genres of appropriation and/or the acceptance of reports that other subjects were witnesses and/or participants in that situation (or series and/or set/s of situations). The genres chosen for this observation and reporting automatically implicating an inter-subjective dimension. Thence the automatic implication of an embedded perspective in so far as we inhabit an inter-subjective dimension from the perspective of the relationship/s concerned (be that in a subjective-objective correlation, subjective-subjective/s correlation, subjective-objective-objective relationship, subjective-objective-inter-objective relationship, etc.). The value/s of the situation determining in part just what relationship/s are more relevant to us in that situation as denominated. So when I am hungry in the morning I am more inclined to notice the apples in the fruit bowl rather than the calendar on the fridge door. Given that relationships cross these dimensions of the objective, etc., it follows that a particular relationship is more a nest of interrelated relationships such as e.g., the three apples in relation to each other, their sitting in the fruit bowl on the kitchen table, available to be eaten  by my housemate or myself, their being bought at the market, their being local produce and in season, etc., etc. In this regard any relationship, if not all relationships, could be seen and perhaps should be seen as the intersecting nexus of an infinite set of relationships of which some of the possible relationships in that nexus being much more relevant than others as defined in the light of the intentional objectives that define that relational context currently to-hand. 'Relevance' being defined, positively, in terms of those frames of reference that are relatively productive of value over mere input, and, negatively, in terms of those relational frames of reference that do actually detract from the formation of valve deemed relevant and valid in that context in the light of the intentional objectives bought to bear upon that discriminated context in question. Of course those relational aspects that are contextually more productive in value formation obviously being deemed more relevant in those comparative terms of reference. E.g., if I am thinking of eating an apple and go to the kitchen I am not as interested in the oranges that might also occupy that fruit bowl unless I were to change my mind in that regard if I came to the opinion that those apples were not ripe or had showed signs of having started to rot.  (11)

We might also review constructive co-alignment as reinforcing our confirmation of the reading of that situation in so far as our co-related readings have reinforced each other through their integrated presentation/representation of that situation to hand. Readings that have some element of disconformity being either appropriately overlooked (through their inadequate formation) harmonized by a set of stratagems and/or inappropriately overlooked (given our current inability to accept the implications/explications of their counter-readings, etc.).  (12)

What implications does this have for a concept of the critical viewed in an existential light (i.e., as appositely and adequately interpreted in, from and through relatively integrated embodied and embedded perspectives, and, also subjected to the apposite and adequate exercise of the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension regardless of the method/s or approach/es adopted to achieve that end)? (13)

Given that the semblance of the critical is arrived at through such means and is determined through judgment it would follow that a definitive reading of the same would and should involve the exercise of an ordered analysis and appreciation (as indicated elsewhere). Given that our ethical readings primarily concern third order de-ontological determinations and/or fourth order pragmatical determinations it would follow that ethical appreciation should automatically follow through this subset of an ordered analysis whenever a comparatively disproportionate degree of third order and/or fourth order value is realized in and through such transcendental appreciation. So, e.g., the mere looking at a painting through the aesthetic second order would not normally invoke an ethical reading unless the subject matter of that painting  were deemed to be violent, seditious or pornographic in its imagery, etc. On the other hand, my wanting to deface or steal this work of art would or should automatically implicate an ethical dimension. 'Should I steal this work of art?' is asking a de-ontological question. 'Will I be able to get away with it?' and 'would I wish to keep it or sell it?' are pragmatic question especially if the de-ontological aspect/s of these considerations are suspended, overlooked, occluded, obstructed, put to the side and/or diverted, etc. However, ethical considerations are also questions of ethical resolution and this implied process of resolution can also be examined through an aesthetic lens under the rubric of harmony, harmonization, maximization of harmonic resolution, etc.  Resolution is the harmonization that should be best enacted in de-ontologically oriented considerations and/or preferably enacted in pragmatically oriented considerations. Resolution being a resolution of relative dissonance, difference, competition, conflict, disturbance, disruption, etc. In this regard we could consider such aesthetic considerations as being central to the ethical process (wherein the value in question of the relevant relationship/s is either preserved and/or conserved; i.e., through process of amplification in order to either counter losses in e/valuation and/or relatively augment/enhance the same). (14)


Thus, from an ordered perspective/s, we can view the consideration of being ethical as a subset of an ordered approach to being critical in general terms of reference.  Specifically, when a comparatively disproportionate degree of value is realized in third order de-ontological terms of reference and/or fourth order pragmatical terms of reference. We could also add that through processes of apposite and adequately conducted resolution of third order and/or fourth order concerns that such processes should also promotes this semblance of a relatively ethical approach in our collective acts of appreciation. E.g., if a patient were admitted to a hospital and stated they were hungry it would be appropriate and proper to give that person food unless contraindicated by the advent of imminent surgery that required the patient not to eat some hours beforehand. Or, if the patient had been starving for some time it would also be more appropriate to limit the amount of food ingested (lest they suffer from a refeeding syndrome). (15)

So, 'being critical' can be conducted through the complex  lens of an ordered analysis (keeping in mind its relative earthing through working with confirmed co-aligned connections) whilst our 'being ethical' concerns primarily third order and/or fourth order concerns and considerations noting the central implication of an aesthetic second order in the former given this role of resolution in ethical e/valuation. (16)
3.    Being Ethical?

Being critical and being ethical both require pro-relational and trans-relational stances; i.e., those considerations that first promote the overall value of that relationship/s, etc., in question over a non-relational orientation, and, which then allow us to also transcend the same through the overall transcendental suspension, the suspension of the same, etc. Being ethical, in effect, being merely a refinement or narrowing of focus. In both orientations, be they broad or narrow in focus, we find the exercise of a stance that supports both the preservation and conservation, as previously defined, of our more important relationship… as we find ourselves both embodied and embedded in this world as lived. Normally it is also supportive of our embodied preservation and conservation although there may well be some situations when even our own embodiment is subordinant to the de-ontological call of duty wherein one person may sacrifice themselves for some other person or persons, etc. Be that as it may, in this scheme how do we differentiate our being ethical from our being critical, and, more importantly, how do we put such a complex stance into practice and through such enaction arrive at our being critically ethical? (17)

In a sensible and thoughtful theory of drama we could say that it is the ongoing dissonance and resolution of relationships that is the very essence of what the dramatic is all about. Could you imagine a dramatic scene between a variety of inanimate objects? Of course not! However, personify those objects, get them to interact and experience various forms of conflict and you have the beginnings of a dramatic scene. But, again, the whole scenario would fall apart if the conflict were to stop or it were unrelenting and destructive of the relationships in question, or, if resolution were absolutely effective. Indeed, the classical ending of a dramatic scene or set of scenarios is just that, i.e., some form of resolution be that through making some form of peace, complete exile and separation of the actors or death. The play being acted out till that point of resolution… be it considered successful or not in such dramatic and aesthetic terms of reference. The ethical nature of our engaged relationships, however, as noted, usually, is conducted in terms of either de-ontological value and/or pragmatic forms of value formation and e/valuation, and, rarely in terms of aesthetic value formation and e/valuation. We might regard the love experienced between two lovers to be of an aesthetic nature but we are more likely to ‘critically’ evaluate the apparent nature of that relationship in question in terms of its propriety and/or appropriateness; i.e., in terms of the de-ontological sense of doing one’s duty and/or acquiring some form of useful value through wandering down avenues where forms of utility can be appropriated through the exercise of the requisite genres in that regard such as, e.g., going shopping, harvesting, hunting, bartering, stealing, availing oneself of gifts, finding value in that overlooked, differential trading, being creative, finding enjoyment in the performance of one’s employment, etc., etc. (18)

De-ontological and pragmatic value formation, as well as aesthetic appreciation, are all considerably ego-centric to the extent subjects and subjectivity as well as inter-subjectivity are all called for in the emergence of this mix. Of course other forms of value, as denoted through our ordered analysis, must also involve the intentional subject engaged in this world as lived. However, as is obvious, this element of subjectivity is more pronounced in these three forms of ordered treatment. Possibilities and facts, and relatively non-integrated and integrated thoughts can be thought, more or less, apart from the presence of an individual or community, even though, obviously, intentional experience cannot be had apart from the intentional subject. What is implied is more the partial or limited preferencing of the individual rather than its absolute and impossible absence from the machinations of the intentional process. So, in this light, being ethical is conceived of as exercising either a certain degree of de-ontological value formation or pragmatical value formation with a possible dash of aesthetical value formation. Questions of the pre-integrated integrity of our thoughts or concepts along with matters of hermeneutic possibility and factual actuality being treated as if implications of subjectivity almost don’t need to apply. A fact, e.g., is a fact regardless of whether it is thought. On the other hand, a fact is thought in order for it to be recognized as a fact even though in regarding the same our semblance of subjectivity is relatively suppressed or sidelined, overlooked, etc. In such considerations it is my belief that an ordered approach to this (ordered) spectrum of judgment is the most viable option in this regard. To this end let me review some of my latest thoughts on this subject of an ordered analysis under the rubric of ‘being critical’. (19)




















4.    Being Critical?

I originally saw an ordered analysis as organizing the construction of thought in such a manner that oversaw its logical reconstruction. So, we start with the non-integrated components of an objective or intentional object (or intentional state). Then the though is integrated. The thought is then experienced as a dynamic concept or idea. Ideas when able to be clothed in temporal-spatial cladding then become percepts, perceptions, perceptually entertained phenomenological states of affairs. As imaginings they are treated as possible possibilities. Integrated in our mappings of the Life-World we then find ourselves dealing with factual states of affairs… treated as actual facts. This linear approach can then be turned into a cyclical process by noting that factual materials can then become the thought components of our concepts integrated, aesthetically, in integrated complex thoughts, etc., etc. So, e.g., we cannot think integrated thoughts about ‘square-circles’ and so square circles cannot be hyphenated so to speak and not being able to be integrated we cannot conceptually give them a colour-concept, say, as a ‘red-square-circle’ even though we can think ‘red-squares’ and ‘red-circles’ which we can then think of as integrated ideas and items that can be then imagined and perceived, perhaps even seen in the world, and thereafter, to be treated as factual-facts, states of affairs that can be corroborated by others, etc., etc. So, in this fashion six linear orders were also treated as a circular process as well. In the form of a list we have the following ordered categories:
1o
Pre-essential essential states (as non-integrated thought contents)
2o
Essential-aesthetic states (as integrated thought-contents)
3o
Translation of subsistant thoughts into existent idea (as conceptual processes)
4o
Translation of appropriate ideas into percepts (as perceptual-like processes)
5o
Extraction of possibility (as possible facts)

6o
Confirmation of actuality (as actual facts) (20)

However, a confusion might arise in so far as I also had the third order doing double work as both a conceptual process and as a de-ontological form of judgment, and, the fourth order also doing double work as both a perceptual process and as a pragmatic form of judgment. In the same dichotomous-like fashion we have the second order acting as both an integrated complex essential state (in comparison to the relative non-integrated simplicity of essential facets pre-integration or not being able to be integrated in a second ordered level of phenomenological status). Or, again, we find a similar split between fifth order possibility doing hermeneutic work as well in a meta-textual level of textual functioning. A way of resolving this tendency to do double work is to realize that our orders take both cognitive forms and trans-cognitive forms of judgment. Hence, from the first order, we have pre-essential judgment, essential-aesthetic judgment, de-ontological judgment, pragmatic judgment, hermeneutic judgment and factual judgment. These same six orders finding an intentional cognitive form of content as pre-essentials, essentials, conceptuals, perceptuals, possible-factuals and actual-factuals. Thus it is much better it would seem, and less confusing, to treat them from a judgment-process versus judged-content point/s of view as just noted… (21)

Although an ordered analysis seems quite complex some time ago it was simplified by seeing the dynamics behind this linear cum cyclical process through the lens of the triadic relations between the intentional object(-state or objective) as Object, intentional subject as Ego and the relevantly associated intentional field as World. I then went on to argue that (relative and subtle) privileging and/or de-privileging one or two of these dialectical moments, polarities or poles induced a correspondingly distinctive type of judgment which on a deeper transcendental level of exposition should not be treated as absolutely incommensurate from the other five forms of relatively distinctive judgment types. The same effect coming into existence through the relative suppression of the opposite parties. So, e.g., privileging the Object moment heads us towards our phenomenological appreciation of pre-essential essentials. Or, suppressing the polarities of Ego and World would have the same effect. So, continuing through our orders we would treat second order aesthetic value as arising though an interactive privileging of both Object and Ego. In contrast third order de-ontological value arose through relatively privileging just the Ego moment. In subtle contrast pragmatic value arose through the privileging of both Ego and World. That relatively privileging the World moment directed us towards hermeneutic value formation whereas the entertaining of a relative privileging of both World and Object allowed us to form factual judgments. In the same manner we can treat the cognitive content of such judgment types to arise in the form as listed. So, relatively privileging the Object pole heads us towards phenomenological concerns with pre-essential essentials. Or, privileging the Ego pole headed us towards existential preoccupations whilst privileging the World pole directed us towards the meta-textual aspects of textual experience. That, by such relatively subtle privileging/de-privileging we can direct ourselves towards six kinds of distinctive value formation while also noting that absolute incommensurability was also impossible given that Object, Ego and World poles were implicated in all forms of judgment and their delivery of cognitive content in keeping with the nature of such privilegings/de-privilegings being entertained. Thence this ordered form of analysis delivers an integrated theory of judgment along with a relatively integrated theory of truth determination along semantic lines (to the effect that the [meta-]proposition in question is true if and only if the content of that proposition [in the relative object language] is found confirmed in the apparent inventory of the world associated in that specific or particular [type of] object language). (22)

Thus, in the light of the above, we would note that ethically oriented forms of judgment revolve around more explicit forms of ego-involvement, i.e., about the Ego polarity in the overall process of judgment entertained between these poles of the Ego, Object and World. Thence de-ontological, pragmatical and also, sometimes, aesthetical concerns in this regard.
 That ordered analysis is able to be enacted through these subtle forms of privileging/de-privileging entertained at the very triadic heart of this process of judgment. That on a deeper level of transcendental, trans-cognitive function, there can be no form of absolute incommensurability between these relatively distinctive forms of judgmental orientation. Thence their treatment as ‘orientations’. (23)


How are such subtle manoeuverings involved in such relative privileging/de-privileging to be accomplished in this scheme of things? Through the use of apposite and adequately conducted overall transcendental suspensions that produce material for judgment and its qualified extraction from enacted acts of judgment in the form of cognitive material/s. Or, to put it metaphorically, ethically oriented acts of judgment are entertained when the overall transcendental suspension is enacted but with a relatively subtle emphasis being placed/replaced/re-placed through an intuitive ‘leaning on’ this Ego orientation.
 So Ego is brought to the party, suspended but also de-suspended to that extent an ethically oriented judgment is also allowed to form… paradoxically through its qualified re-introduction…? (24)

Let us now re-explore these relationships between being ethical, being critical and the nature of the ordered relationship between the same in and through a transformational lens…. (25)
5.    Being Critical in an Ethical Sense, and, Being Ethical in a Critical Sense?

Being ethical implies our exercising enactive
 options that are ethically oriented, i.e., relationally oriented. Being relationally oriented is taking a relational stance in the sense of promoting the preservation and/or conservation of the relationship or series and/or set/s of relatively primary relationships in question as we find ourselves embedded and embodied in this world as lived. ‘Preservation’ ensuring the non-negative, non-absence of the relationship, and, ‘conservation’ seeing out its positively enacted amplification in value enrichment (through positive forms of non-chaotic augmentation and/or chaotic enhancement). (26)

In effect possibilities are to be envisaged and evaluated as to their comparative propriety, appropriateness and general validity. The better possibility or possibilities, if not the perceived best, being enacted to that extent possible. However, before we explore this contra-grammatical space between ‘an ethical doing of philosophy’ and ‘doing ethical philosophy’ let us look at the parallel contra-gram of ‘the experience of reality’ and ‘the reality of experience’. To look more closely at the dialectical space between these two aspects of this second contra-gram I am going to utilize a novel take on computation theory as out recently outlined by David Deutsch and Chiara Marletto in a recent edition of the New Scientist.
 I would like to adapt these new ideas to incorporate a sense of the simulation that is neither reduced to a realist vision of the so-called external world nor to the idealistic vision of a world of mere experience (despite the latter’s relevance to the exercise of the overall transcendental suspension). (27) 

6.    An Integrated Formulation for an Appreciation of the Critical?


The following is my take on this recent essay (and looking at a lecture given on the Internet by David Deutsch) as well as my adoption and adaptation of it in recasting the concept of simulation entertained between the dimensions of the objective, etc. (28) 


David Deutsch refers to this theory as a constructor theory in order to link quantum mechanics, information theory, classical physics, etc. I am going to link his concept of a constructor with a simulator in order to take a phenomenological complexion, i.e., adding an experiential element. (29)


Rather than quoting this article in its entirety I am going to summarize some of its key concepts with some degree of reinterpretation in terms of the work done in this my exposition into the nature of the existential economy; adding examples, comments and/or qualifications in the form of footnotes whilst supplying, when thought appropriate, a reinterpretation and commentary in the form of a series of parallel points... with a continuing re-interpretation and commentary in the rest of this essay-paper (and later essay-papers). (30)

i.
Information should be central to the appreciation of physics be that in a quantum perspective or in a classical perspective. (31)

ii.
Information has a counterfactual nature, i.e., to be informative a message must be able to be re-expressed with some form of difference.
 (32)

iii.
Information should not be regarded as something that can be absolutely extracted from its 'embodied basis'.
 (33)

iv.
Different perspectives give information an interoperability; a degree of isomorphic invariance that allows us to translate one system in terms of another, and v.v., given such regularities (which can be treated as 'laws' dealing with the arrangement of possibilities that can arise within that system). (34)

v.
Information cannot be expressed in a deterministic mode given its counterfactual basis and this necessitates the utilization of a constructor.(i.e., “something that can both cause the transformation and retain the ability to cause it again”).
 (35)

vi.
Constructors are on par with catalysts given that they permit the exercise of a task, series and/or set/s of tasks with the continuation, i.e., apparent re-continuation, of the performing constructor.
 (36)

vii.
That tasks within a system are performed through such iteration.(37)

viii.
In constructor theory one talks about an iteration of process/es. (38)

ix.
A range of tasks within a system is a computational set in a computational medium which, through interoperability, also forms, in turn, another informational medium.
 (39)

x.
That the notion of knowledge can be expressed in objective terms, as information that can act as a constructor.
 (40)


In looking at the dialectical 'space' within the following contragram “'the reality of experience' and 'the experience of reality'” we have a similar field or system to one as outlined in the concept of a constructor. In this case, given that there is this aspect of the experiential and its association with the phenomenological, let us name this prospective constructor as a 'simulator'. In a similar manner, simulations can be reduced to neither a realistic vision of the world nor an idealistic vision of the world. An emergent view must be formed that sees both the ideal and real as implicated in something that cannot be reduced to either individually or collectively! (41)


I have argued that to de-contextualize our treatment of an element or a set of individual elements, effectively, is to deal with an emission from the suppression of that system through a break-down or re-diversion of a current, etc. That the relationship between two elements forms a potential difference or current. Whilst the net relationship between three related elements creates a system. With this comment in mind, we can then treat the three polarities involved in the formation of the functioning of the gestalt field or the exercise of an overall transcendental suspension or the operation of a hermeneutic circle of comprehension, etc., as effectively forming a system whose interoperability allows us to migrate from one translated perspective to another. That processes of transformation occur above and beyond mere interoperability, despite their equal translation, by virtue of their additional work brought to the functioning of that system. In effect, the simulator produces/reproduces/re-produces forms of value above and beyond the mere addition of inputs (as already noted in our concept of an existential surplus or excess). Let me re-translate or further translate these ten points from the perspective of a constructor that takes the apparent form of a simulator. (42)

i.
That we should consider information as central to the intentional simulations and ensuing depositions of the existential economy wherein value is formed/reformed/re-formed and e/valuated. (43)

ii.
 That intentional formation has a counterfactual disposition. (44)

iii.
Such information is the manifestation and resolution of a system of overlapping influences. (45)

iv.
Different perspectives permit an interoperability between systematic forms of expression that can be translated (the work done in any version of the same being regarded as relatively invariant across such media). (46)

v.
Because intentional information is conterfactual in its disposition it implies the presence of a constructor, namely, a simulator (be that considered in subjective and/or inter-subjective terms of reference). (47)

vi.
A simulator acts like a catalyst in the formation of intentional states of affairs regardless of content or process in that regard; I.e., w.r.t. to all levels in epistemological organization be they Pre-Cognitive, Cognitive and/or Trans-Cognitive in relative organization. (48)

vii.
Intentional tasks are formed through such iteration.
 (49)

viii.
In simulator theory one talks about an iteration of process/es in its/their apparent linearity despite its/their manifestation through such cyclic intentional production/reproduction/re-production, etc. (50)

ix.
A range of tasks within a system is an intentional set in an intentional medium which, through interoperability, also forms, in turn, another intentional medium. (51)

x.
That the notion of experiential knowledge can be expressed in objective (inter-objective, subjective and/or inter-subjective) terms or correlations between different aspects of textual experience, etc., as information that acts  in and through the presence of as a simulator and indicates the imputed presence of the same. (52)


That in effect, we now have a method for treating this dialectical space in this contragram between 'the experience of reality' and 'the reality of experience' that is neither reductively treated individually nor collectively. Let me briefly explain what is implied here. (53)


Intentional states can be treated as information about objective, inter-objective, subjective and/or inter-subjective preoccupations with or without a textual appreciation delivered in textual, meta-textual and/or non-textual form or format, etc. Furthermore, intentional information arises through intentional enaction, i.e., the resolution of possible counterfactual intentional states of affairs (be that on an enactive level, in consequential and/or amplified terms of reference, in a critical form and/or through a critical format, etc.). Given the chaotic nature of intentional formation we can still note the relative persistence of the thinking process and its associated sense of an intentional subject through the ongoing simulation of the simulator. Moreover, we can link both non-chaotic and chaotic process-orientations through their use of a simulator to the extent that through incremental addition or subtraction processes of intentional re-direction can be entered into both moment by moment and in the  advent of more distinctive patterns of enactive re-direction (arrived at through intentional resolution). The momentary nature of that being experienced defining the relative unit of apparent information being dealt with at and on that level of epistemological organization. So, e.g., in intentional perception we might not be able to discern anything less that one twentieth of a second or thereabouts. Hence the apparent currency in informational units in that regard. The chaotic being indeterminately determined as either between moments, within the moment and/or across the imputed gap between moments (regardless of whether that apparent fact is more an artifact of the system in question in either its function and/or reflection). (54)


Let me now examine the implications of this reformulation of the existential economy more closely. In particular note the implications of the following argument. Given a computational medium or informational medium or intentional medium concerns the collective range of possible operations within that field it follows that in order to consider the possibility of certain possibilities under such question it follows that a meta-medium, effectively, is in play. Thence the need for the recognition of a double simulator or a meta-simulator, or, more simply a reflexive simulator given this reduplicated dialectic between simulating and simulated, etc. E.g., a sixth order appreciation of fifth order possibility establishes relative actuality or qualified actuality (given that our assessment could be wrong although generally we are usually right in our assessment of direct perception and not quite so aligned in our evaluation of testimony, inference, historical reports, etc.). Indeed, all forms of appreciation, ordered or non-ordered in complexion, have this double role of appreciating and being appreciated. So, e.g., in appreciating the potential integrity of a conceptual thought we need to move from a first order assessment to a confirmed second order assessment, and so on throughout the orders, etc. This linear sequencing taking a circular turn when actual facts and their characteristic essential features are configured or re-configured in first order terms of reference, etc. (55)

That reality itself, as an open construct, should also be considered as a double constructor given that relationships are both embodied and embedded. Embodiment and its characteristics establishes the essential phenomenal-phenomenological tenor of the primary relationship in question. But relationships, in term, are embedded and hence this secondary context of its embedded relationships. The latter forming a relational context through this reflexive like layering of relational interactions in a non-intentional setting. The same type of phenomenon occurring on each transformational level in epistemological organization. Hence the reflexive simulator and its complexities finds an interactive parallel in the qualified reflexive constructor, and v.v. Given the relationship a simulator has with a phenomenal constructor, through embodiment, it follows that an absolute distinction cannot be drawn between the same. Thus it follows that constructors and simulators are more a matter of the relative degree of epistemological organization present; relatively richer and more highly developed states, in terms of their epistemological organization, determining, through such contexts, whether they are to be considered and judged to be either a constructor or a simulator, etc. (56) 

7.    Provisional Conclusions?

The resultant intentional disposition, in effect, can be arrived at through a statistical-like approach that notes the way information is realized, created and/or disseminated and received. Although the apparent personality of a subjective simulator is a chaotic affair, more often than not behaviour is iterative through patterns of common reiteration rather than less common re-iteration. But, then, others do surprise us from time to time and we, too, sometimes surprise ourselves.... (57)


In ethical appreciation, e.g., how should one discern whether a de-ontological approach or a pragmatical approach should be observed, or, more likely, how a combination of both attitudes should be mixed and integrated? By assessing the comparative richness of value that would most likely appear to devolve from that form of enaction and evaluation conducted first in virtual terms of reference and virtual consequential analysis, and, then, from a consequential analysis of what appears to have devolved from those processes of enaction entered into either individually and/or collectively in that regard. Value taking two forms if neutral value is ignored.
 Namely positive value that enriches that engagement or negative value the de-enriches that experience (this amplification or de-amplification taking place in the context of preservation and/or conservation of the relationship/s in question). Value also arises through a set of contexts of appreciation so that what we need to consider is more often the net result of its overall evaluation. So, e.g., in our virtual considerations we might find our de-ontological appreciation to be richer that our pragmatical concerns and so we might feel more impelled to consider the former as more worthy of enaction. This model applying to all the orders in so far as our ordered engagement overall more likely finds itself dealing with that mix of ordered approaches that maximizes our perception of this comparative richer line of engagement. But, then, some might argue... so much for theory! (58)


Again, our considerations can also take into account a relative evidential preference, albeit determined virtually, between relatively embodied points of view and relatively embedded points of view. In effect, usually, adopting and adapting a mix of subjective and inter-subjective approaches in the light of the genre or genres being adopted and adapted in that situation or, through reiteration/re-iteration, in that phenomenological type of situation. (59)


Our assessment of the situation/s to hand noting the informational disposition to hand as apparently being played out. In this regard noting the current state of such play along with the apparent intentionality in evidence through the reasonable invocation of genres that appear to confirm and reinforce our meta-textual assessments of the same. Our collective appreciation of sense, meaning and meaningfulness, I.e., value, making evident, directly and/or indirectly, such apparent intent that fits such modeling (in conjunction with statements or reports, replies to interrogation, etc., etc.). A prime point to note being that the system of set/s of information considered and correlated implicates a constructor, and, if the requisite degree of epistemological organization warrants it, a constructor that can be viewed as a simulator, i.e., as an intentional subject or as a community of subjects in some form or other. (60)


Moreover, given that no information is arrived at without the presence of some form of informational context and system it follows that constructors, and simulators, have a doubled appearance. That relationships come into embodied and embedded forms of existence through an ongoing resolution conducted and enacted between such interactive currents, etc. Higher terms of reference, in epistemological organization, appreciating such appreciation, etc., to that extent such reflexivity and reflexive awareness of the same is apparently engendered. (61)


To answer the complex question “what does it mean ‘being ethical’, ‘being critical’, and, what connection is there, if any, ‘between being ethical and being critical’???” just how should we discern such information that allows us to both differentiate and integrate these different forms of ordered appreciation? (62)


By invoking a complex understanding of how judgment may use the same transcendental form of epistemological machinery to different ends through either inadequate Pre-Cognitive engineering of the relevant information dealing with that relationship/those relationships in question, through inadequate treatment of Cognitive material and the requisite conceptual and/or perceptual processes, and/or, the improper treatment of information on a interpersonal basis as well as inadequately enacted and reflected upon Trans-Intentional Post-Cognitive or Trans-Cognitive terms of reference with or without adequate degrees of correlation, alignment, confirmation, resolution of apparent anomalies, etc. (63)


That the same rules apply to all forms of judgment. In effect, taking an ordered perspective, in its most profitable form/s, and subjecting the same to an ongoing overall transcendental suspension. In effect, finding positive forms of resonance within and between our appreciation/s of our subjective and inter-subjective processes of correlation as they manifest themselves in embodied and embedded terms of reference. More profitable approaches, usually, being adopted and adapted to amplify ensuing formation/s of value formation. That, from an overall Transcendental, Trans-Cognitive perspective/s we should come to some form of a subjective-inter-subjective correlation in that regard reinforced through other forms of correlation should they assist us in this same type of task. Ethical engagement insisting that we become ethically engaged, whereas, in contrast, the mere philosophical assessment of ethical engagement being a different kind of ordered call. However, 'being critical' takes the same overall form, and format, given both its trans-cognitive implication of the overall transcendental suspension and its ordered expression through the apposite and adequate exercise of those frames of reference that appear to proffer greater forms of enriched value formation. In either case, though, it should be recognized that ethical considerations take in third order de-ontological and fourth order pragmatical considerations as well as second order aesthetical considerations in the manner as outlined.
  However, given that an appreciation of information is the basis for critically exercised forms of appreciation and enaction let us now ask how the same informational set can be both integrated and/or differentially appreciated through a variety of different frames of ordered reference? The problematic consideration being more a question of how such complexity could ever be integrated? (64)






       








       Noël Tointon, Sydney, 19.6.14.

�         Santa Claus can only be talked about hence ‘Santa Claus’ has no non-mythical objective representation. In this regard ‘Santa Claus’ is not embodied except in a mythical sense of world. 


� 	So w.r.t. ‘Santa Claus’ we can say that it is true that he is a mythical person but it is not true that he, currently, is an existing person.


�        Ethically oriented relationships are also aesthetical to the extent that harmony has a role to play through the ongoing resolution of dissonance enacted in the course of their exercise.


�        Privileging the Ego implies the de-privileging of the World and Object. In that orientation we promote de-ontological considerations in a transcendental frame and conceptually oriented considerations in a cognitive frame. De-privileging only World promotes an Ego-Object relationship which in transcendental terms of reference is primarily aesthetical in orientation and essentially integrative in cognitive terms of reference. In contrast de-privileging only the Object pole promotes an Ego-World relationship which in judgmental terms of reference is primarily pragmatical in orientation and perceptually oriented in cognitive terms of reference. 


�        ‘Enactive’ covers both actions and non-actions conducted in a certain context, series and/or set/s of contexts.


�        New Scientist, 24 may 2014; p. 30-31: Why we need to reconstruct the universe.


�        This article in New scientist has this point expressed along the following lines: ...has a “counterfactual” character: a message cannot carry information unless a different message is also possible.


�        Therefore, information has a discrete semblance of measurability when appropriately approached. E.g., entropy is a measurement of the information of a system. Or, e.g., the maximum information of a blackhole is proportional to the surface area of its event horizon which is also its entropy. 


�	         E.g., a chemical catalyst acting as a chemical constructor.


�	        I would argue that all catalysts need to be re-constructed in the process of their relational engagement given that all relationships are two-way and that the process of construction is enabled through the functionality of the catalyst which must be re-constructed in order for it to re-appear during and/or after such (internally/inter-process oriented) engaged involvement. 


�	        A superinformational medium, capable of capturing the characteristics of quantum probability, etc., is one in which the copying of tasks is not permitted (as in quantum cryptography; e.g., in the ruling out of eavesdropping). 


�	        The example given in this article is that of a factory which uses a computer program to control its manufacturing processes, e.g., of an automated plant assembling cars.


�        Re-iteration indicating a chaotic orientation compared to mere reiteration.


�        Effectively neutral in concern or neutral through a lack of concern.  In the first, e.g., we may not be able to make our minds up as to whether we prefer to do x or non-x. In the latter we have a general lack of engagement (and perhaps an inability to actually engage through either absent or deficient genres of appropriation that could be exercised in that regard).


�         As per paragraph 14, etc.






